
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


I ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO. 


10/644,068 

tOOIA 


08/20/2003 


Hisashi Nakamura 


031016 


4352 



WESTERMAN, HATTORI, DANIELS & ADRIAN, LLP 
1250 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, NW 
SUITE 700 

WASHINGTON, DC 20036 



EXAMINER 



XIAO, KE 



ART UNIT 



2629 



PAPER NUMBER 



MAIL DATE 



05/09/2007 



DELIVERY MODE 



PAPER 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication. 



PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07) 



Office Action Summary 


Application No. 

10/644,068 


Applicant(s) 

NAKAMURA ET AL 


Examiner 

Ke Xiao 


Art Unit 

2629 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 28 February 2007 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) E3 Claim(s) 1^4 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mizoguchi (US 5,841,466) in view of Ito (US 2001/0021979). 

Regarding Claims 1 and 2, Mizoguchi teaches a liquid crystal projector 
(Mizoguchi, Figs. 2 and 3, elements 8 and 22) comprising: 

an operation unit for operating a liquid crystal projector, the operation means 
including means for entering a command to control the liquid crystal projector via key 
entry (Mizoguchi, Mizoguchi, Fig. 2 element 14, Fig. 4 elements 30-32); 

a circuit for previously registering a password (Mizoguchi, Fig. 4 element 30, Col. 
2 line 63 - Col. 3 line 13); 

a circuit for onscreen displaying, in a case where the pass word is registered, a 
password entry screen when the power to the liquid crystal projector is turned on 
(Mizoguchi, Figs. 2 and 4 element 3, 5 and 14, Col. 3 lines 13-65); and 

a circuit for comparing a password entered on the password entry screen with 
the register password and making it possible to operate the liquid crystal projector by 
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the operation unit only when both the passwords coincide with each other (Mizoguchi, 
Figs, land 4 element 30, Col. 3 lines 13-65). 

Mizoguchi fails to teach a determining circuit to determine a number of times an 
erroneous password is entered as claimed. Ito teaches determining a number of times 
an erroneous password is entered and to inhibit operation of a device in response to 
determining that the number of times an erroneous password is entered exceeds a 
predetermined number of times (Ito, Pg. 9 paragraph [0153]). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to add an 
additional circuit to determine a number of times an erroneous password is entered and 
to inhibit operation of the display of Mizoguchi in response to determining that the 
number of times an erroneous password is entered exceeds a predetermined number of 
times as taught by Ito in order to prevent an unauthorized user from guessing at the 
password repeatedly. It would have been inherently that in order to inhibit the 
operation of the display of Mizoguchi the key operation must be nullified either to 
prevent the entry of the password or to prevent operation of the actual display. 

Regarding Claims 3 and 4, Mizoguchi teaches a liquid crystal projector system 
for regulating use of a liquid crystal projector (Mizoguchi, Fig. 2 element 5), comprising: 

an external computer for operating the liquid crystal projector, the external 
computer being connected to the liquid crystal projector by radio or wire and including 
liquid crystal projector controlling software for controlling the liquid crystal projector 
(Mizoguchi, Fig. 3 element 8 and 22); 
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the liquid crystal projector comprising: 

an operation unit for operating the liquid crystal projector, the operation 
means including means for entering a command to control the liquid crystal project via 
key entry (Mizoguchi, Fig. 2 element 14, Fig. 4 elements 30-32); 

a circuit for registering a password in the liquid crystal projector 
(Mizoguchi, Fig. 4 element 30); 

a determining unit to determining whether a password is registered in the 
liquid crystal projector in response to a power supply of the liquid crystal projector 
being turned on (Mizoguchi, Fig. 1 element S3, Fig. 4 element 30); 

a circuit for onscreen displaying a password entry screen, for inhibiting 
operation of the liquid crystal projector by the operation means, as well as for waiting 
until a password is received from the external computer in response to detecting that 
the password is registered in the liquid crystal projector (Mizoguchi, Fig. 1 S14-S17, Fig. 
4 elements 3, 5 and 30); and 

a circuit for comparing, in response to receiving the password from the 
external computer, the received password with the registered password and for 
allowing operating of the liquid crystal projector by the external computer in response 
to the means for comparing indicating that both the registered password and the 
password received from the external computer coincide with each other (Mizoguchi, Fig. 
1 S14-S17, Fig. 4 elements 3, 5 and 30). 
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Mizoguchi fails to teach a determining circuit to determine a number of times an 
erroneous password is entered as claimed. Ito teaches determining a number of times 
an erroneous password is entered and to inhibit operation of a device in response to 
determining that the number of times an erroneous password is entered exceeds a 
predetermined number of times (Ito, Pg. 9 paragraph [0153]). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to add an 
additional circuit to determine a number of times an erroneous password is entered and 
to inhibit operation of the display of Mizoguchi by nullifying a key operation in response 
to determining that the number of times an erroneous password is entered exceeds a 
predetermined number of times as taught by Ito in order to prevent an unauthorized 
user from guessing at the password repeatedly. It would have been inherently that in 
order to inhibit the operation of the display of Mizoguchi the key operation must be 
nullified either to prevent the entry of the password or to prevent operation of the 
actual display. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed February 28 th , 2007 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Regarding Claims 1-4, the applicant argues that Mizoguchi fails to teach 
inhibiting the operation of the display by nullifying a key operation. The examiner 
respectfully disagrees. The limitation "nullifying a key operation" is very broad. The 
examiner takes nullifying to mean that at least part of the main purpose of the key 
operation is cancelled, and Mizoguchi clearly nullifies the key operation, which is the 
input of the password, by restricting the image input switch from turning on. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire 
later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ke Xiao whose telephone number is (571) 272-7776. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30AM to 
5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sumati Lefkowitz can be reached on (571) 272-3638. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




May 2 na , 2007 - kx - SUMATI LEFKOWITZ 

SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



